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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners pf}{,‘*”f TEU D g,
c¢/o Federal Communications Commission e
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Bluford Communications Magnet PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following;

® That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

® That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system,

® That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
Mag 1] c¥arlamd
Greensboro, North Carolina O
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“SAMPEE LETTER TO THE FCC
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street NOW., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

PFA Fai-tax
[ am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Fref (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys teleased this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV

(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

+ That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system,;

- That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, g/‘m/ [ Pl et O
; : G o piming roeid
Your Name F o \3[(;)‘ V7 JSesy 2\193 2!0 B
¢ JRESHEESS oo P

Town, State
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street NLW., Rloom 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ¥ 8- P Y. 58 (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

+ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

« That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system;

- That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

» That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

» That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name g'é”‘é W'JM
Town, State %m%a// W 03-7/7



SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

(
[ am (we are)pwTityag on behalf of the Natonal PTA and the /(714? f/l"éf @council, dis-
trict, or sta@ o voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating systeé1 as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chairof the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act 0f 1996. 1 (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating svstem:

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
1t meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely, Q/[ 7/\//7;\ Lfon asd

100 Exrorg LAne
Your Name }Q;'M?J/&’N%, T/ 376L0

Town, State
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.'W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 S, OM%M [ T4
@e are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the gan(‘ 0 s (local, council, dis-

Ict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

« That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

 That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name (/kv”‘/"\ O/M

Town, State § WM/)C/MS, S, oL
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v hairmgn Hundt and Commissioners:
CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Thi¥ letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrews Elementary-PTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
mterpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
tent information about the program.

F CC by law, is required to determine whether the industry’'s rating system has met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon en the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that'it include parents;
and

*That any rating system goproved by the FCC be gyaluated by independent research to determine

if it meets the needs of par

Andrews Eleme
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ndrews Elementary P.T.A.
Band, TX. 78374

~ Ietter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrews Elemeéntary:-PTA of
Portland Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
mterpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make these choices themselves based on
pritent information aboutthe program.

e FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
¢ turements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that ‘it include parents;
and

*That any rating system gaproved by the FCC be gyaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of par s,
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Sincere
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Portland, Texas.
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ington, DC 20554

Chairngn Hundt and Commissioners:

K letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the AndrewsElementary:PTA of

Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
ot the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

o

nt information about the program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
Juirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
Kk that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that'it include parents;

and
*That any rating system gonroved by the FCC be gyaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of par .

Andrews Elemeq,t nan - »’hit)-?:to” t onJ hmadiMmportant to
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CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

% letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrews Elementary PTA of
Portland, Texas to veice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
jntent information about the program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating svstem;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and thatit'include parents;
and

*That any rating system goproved by the FCC be gyaluated by independent research to determine

if it meets the needs of par

Andrews Elementa/ 1 pdlsimportant to

our chlldren ang

Sincerol

ol ('JWYLQ ’ | i No. of Copies rec'd o

Portland, Texas :ABCDE




Andrews Elementary P.T.A.
and, TX. 78374

-f"letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrews:Elementary PTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
mterpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
tent information about the program.

F CC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
rements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prommently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and thatit'include parents;
and

*That any rating system gporoved by the FCC be gyaluated by independent research to determine

if it meets the needs of par
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\ hairm”gn Hundt and Commissioners:
PCS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Th ;letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrews-Elementary PTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
nt information about the program.

 FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
J nirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
” ¢ that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program; '

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and
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J hairmgn Hundt and Commissioners:

S letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the AndrewsElementary:PTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
mterpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
tent information about the program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’'s rating system has met statutory
! uirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

*That any rating system gnproved by the FCC be gyaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of par -
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March 14, 1997

5000 Timber Ridge Road + Marietta, Georgia 30068 * 640-4808

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

1919 M Street NW, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55, FCC 97-34
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing o voice my opposition to the v~chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
about the content of programs. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

¢ The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

o The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

®  The rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

® Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

CDE
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e-mail address: vchip@fec.gov
RE: N r 97-55. FCC 97-34
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing io voice my opposition to the v~chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
about the content of programs. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

¢ The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system

¢ The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

¢ The rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

» Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,
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March 18, 1997
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

¢/o Federal Communications Commission OO T oo pp
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 e (R

Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-58, FCC 97-34

1 am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA chapter at Dr. W.J. Creel Elementary
School in Melbourne, Florida, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwheiming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studics Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requiremnents of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

e That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

o That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

e That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

o That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

o That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:,
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Franklin Twp PTA of Warren County, NJ to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system, '

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
s Susan &%w

wa@WMB
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:,
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

1 am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Franklin Twp PTA of Warren County, NJ to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory requirements of

the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the

industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language),

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program,; ‘

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs of parents. :

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

34/00[0{‘“‘1&/ /V.g,

Sincerely,
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners S0Pt

c¢/o Federal Communications Commission T PP A,
1919 M Street NW_, Room 222 )

Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Bluford Communications Magnet PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

® That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language),

® That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system,

® That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program,

® That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincer M %‘# Jm\)

Greensbore!, North Carolina
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners e s e
‘c/o Federal Communications Commission SRSHOGE  S
919 M Street NW Room 222

Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Rapid Valley PTA to voice my opposition,
‘to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating '
‘Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The Rating symbol on the TV screen does
‘not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what '
s appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
emonstrate overwheiming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
‘information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, US
‘News and World Report and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV
‘industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
‘themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
‘content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this

-system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content informatior
‘about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for
language).

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system.

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents.

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this issue that is so important to children
and families.

Sincerely,

GD\W ' No. ot Copies rec'd
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street NW, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Oak Grove Elementary School PTA to voice
my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

s That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for
language):

o That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would aliow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

+ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

/ No. of Copies rec'
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incerely,
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